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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The amendment filed 2/2/2005 has been placed of record in the file. 

2. Claims 16 and 17 have been amended. 

3. The objections to the claims are withdrawn in view of the amendment. 

4. Claims 1-38 are now pending. 

5. The applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-38 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. A detailed discussion is set forth below. 

Response to Amendment 

6. Claims 16 and 17 have been amended to properly identify the claims as dependent on 
claim 15. The amendment does not prove a change in scope to the limitations of claims 16 and 
17. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Claims 1-38 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Adolfsson (U.S. Patent Number 6,092,078) in view of Zothner (U.S. Patent Number 6,751,657). 

8. In the remarks, the applicant has argued: 
• <Argument 1> 

The combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does not disclose the features of claim 1 
because it does not disclose "providing the user with an interface for the production 
device, the interface having user accessible controls for only those options for which the 
user has permission to access" as recited in claim 1 . 
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• <Argument 2> 

The combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does not disclose the features of claim 2 
because it does not disclose "intercepting an access request" as recited in claim 2. 

• <Argument 3> 

The combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does not disclose the features of claim 3 
because it does not disclose "redirecting the access request" as recited in claim 3. 

• <Argument 4> 

The combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does not disclose the features of claim 4 
because it does not disclose "generating an interface according to the accessed data 
providing user accessible controls for only those options for which the user has 
permission to access" as recited in claim 4. 

• <Argument 5> 

The combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does not disclose the features of claim 7 
because it does not disclose "modifying the interface to allow the user access to the 
controls for only the production options for which the user has permission to access" as 
recited in claim 7. 

• <Argument 6> 

The combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does not disclose the features of claim 13 
because it does not disclose "accessing a record established for the user" and "generating 
a web page for the production device according to the user's record" as recited in claim 
13. 
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9. In response to argument 1, the combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does disclose the 
limitations as recited in claim 1. The applicant, referring to the citation of Zothner, column 9, 
line 64 through column 10, line 8 and column 19, lines 15-31, states that "The Examiner 
contends that these sections teach the provision of an interface for a production device, where the 
interface includes user accessible controls for only those options for which the user has 
permission to access." Here the applicant has mischaracterized the rejection. The rejection is 
based on the combination of Adolfsson and Zothner where Adolfsson does not disclose user 
access permissions for different options in the interface. Adolfsson does teach "providing the 
user with an interface for the production device" where the interface has "user accessible 
controls." The previous line citation to Adolfsson, column 6, lines 6-9, states the use of a 
graphical user interface which is seen as a user interface with user accessible controls. 

10. Regarding the line citations to Zothner, the purpose is to show that Zothner discloses user 
access permissions so that a user may have access to certain options in a network system and not 
have access to other options according to the permissions. The line citation column 9, line 64 
through column 10, line 8 clearly shows user access permissions through the description of user 
profiles and assigned roles while the line citation column 19, lines 15-31 builds on this 
description by showing restrictions to users in the network based on their roles. The 
"notifications" in Zothner' s disclosure are not meant to be aligned with the claimed "user 
accessible controls." The combination has been made to show that access permissions (by 
Zothner) can be used with user accessible controls (by Adolfsson). 

1 1 . Concerning argument 1 and several of the other arguments, it appears as though the 
applicant may be arguing against the references individually and focusing on how each reference 
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reflects the claim limitations instead of the combination of references. The applicant is reminded 
that one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 
m\); In re Merck & Co., 800F.2d 1091,231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

12. In support of argument 1 the applicant also states there is no motivation to combine 
Adolfsson and Zothner. The examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where 
there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re 
Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 
USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it is maintained that there is sufficient motivation to 
combine in the need to manage networks so that they have increased availability and reliability. 
Zothner teaches a system that can aid in this need and can function in the same environment as 
Adolfsson's system. Discussion of this motivation was made in the previous office action with 
related line citations, but the applicant has not addressed why he feels the combination lacks 
motivation in light of these statements. 

13. In response to argument 2, the combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does disclose the 
limitations as recited in claim 2. The previously cited lines refer to the NEIOD 3 106 in 
Adolfsson's disclosure which is a network server that sits on the network between production 
devices and the client's communications application or applet. It is clear that a request from a 
user is intercepted at this server before reaching the production device. See Adolfsson, figures 1 
and 2 and related discussion. 
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14. In response to argument 3, the combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does disclose the 
limitations as recited in claim 3. Similar to argument 2, the previously cited lines refer to the 
NEIOD 3106. Since this server takes in a plurality of requests from clients and also controls a 
plurality of production devices, it is clear that it must redirect access requests to the appropriate 
device in order to retrieve the appropriate data from a specific one of a plurality of production 
devices. Again see Adolfsson, figures 1 and 2 and related discussion in Adolffson's disclosure. 

15. In response to argument 4, the combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does disclose the 
limitations as recited in claim 4. The previously cited lines refer to the web page 3112 running 
on the client in Adolfsson' s system. This page displays options dependent on a specific 
production device or data providing means 3102 and provides control means or user accessible 
controls in order for the user to control the device, as stated in the previous line citation. The 
interface that Adolfsson' s system provides for a specific device can clearly be considered "an 
interface according to accessed data" while the control means can clearly be considered "user 
accessible controls." The line citations to Zothner relate to the limitations dealing with access 
permissions as discussed above. 

16. In response to argument 5, the combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does disclose the 
limitations as recited in claim 7. Here it appears as though the applicant is arguing Zothner alone 
and not in combination with Adolfsson. See paragraph 1 1 of this action. As discussed above the 
combination of Adolfsson and Zothner discloses an interface with user accessible controls 
(Adolfsson) that operate under access permission (Zothner). Regarding claim 7, Adolfsson 
discloses modifying the interface. The previously cited lines (especially Adolfsson, column 5, 
lines 35-49) refer to generating an interface for selecting production options for a specific device. 
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Here the interface is clearly modified to allow for specific selections for a specific device of the 
plurality of devices 3204-3210. "The configuration web page 3222 provides a new set of 
selection means 3232 for specifying one or more parameters." This configuration web page does 
not represent the final controlling web page 3228, but a step in which to modify the final page. 

1 7. In response to argument 6, the combination of Adolfsson and Zothner does disclose the 
limitations as recited in claim 13. Again it appears as though the applicant is arguing Zothner 
alone and not in combination with Adolfsson. See paragraph 1 1 of this action. Zothner does 
disclose accessing a record. This record is analogous to the user profile in the previously cited 
lines column 9, line 64 through column 10, line 8. The user profiles are assigned roles that 
control access permissions. Taken together with the system of Adolfsson, as discussed above, 
these access permissions can be applied to the production options and user accessible controls 
offered by Adolfsson' s system. 

1 8. Regarding the disclosure of a web page, Adolfsson clearly shows the use of page 3112 
presented by a browser on the client in the previously cited lines column 3, lines 25-32. This 
page is linked to specific control options or user accessible controls, as is the basis for 
Adolfsson' s system, so it can be seen that the web page is generated according to specific 
controls for a specific device. Furthermore, the combination of Adolfsson and Zothner links the 
user accessible controls (Adolfsson) to user access permissions (Zothner), which access 
permissions are controlled by a user profile or record. Thus it can be seen that the web page can 
be generated according to a user's record based on the combination of Adolfsson and Zothner. 

19. In addition, the applicant has argued that other claims rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 are 
allowable based on the above arguments. Thus claims disclosing similar limitations to the 
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discussed claims and related dependent claims remain rejected under the same reasoning as 
presented above. 

Conclusion 

20. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. The applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

21 . A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor Lesniewski whose telephone number is 571-272-3987. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Victor Lesniewski 
Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 2155 



